INTRODUCTION
The Camp Joy Mound ( 41 UR 144) is a looted Caddo mound on property owned by the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, Fort Worth District, at Lake o' the Pines (Turner 1993; Perttula et al. 1996) . Although only a small number of artifacts have been found in the mound depositsprincipally a few brushed sherds -it appears to be a Late Caddoan period construction with two mound platforms, separated by extensive charcoal lenses from one (or more) burned Caddoan structure exposed in a larger looters trench. To ascertain the age of the burned Caddoan structure that stood on the main mound platform, we obtained two charcoal samples and two oxid.izable carbon ratio (OCR) samples (see Frink 1994 for information on the OCR procedure for dating archeological features) of sediments from the charcoal lens in our freshly cleaned profile of the trench cutting across the mound (Turner 1993 :Figure 4 ).
Provenience and Results
The charcoal samples were collected from about 60-70 cm below surface from two sides of the large looters trench. The northern profile sample (Sample #3) was collected where the top mound and the underlying platform mound are conjoined, whereas the eastern profile sample (Sample #2) was near the base of the top mound, about 10 cm above Sample #3. The calibrated radiocarbon dates are AD. 1495 -1605 (0.83 probability; Beta-84435, northern side of profile trench sample #3) and AD. 1515 -1592 (0.42 probability) and A.D. 1621 -1675 (0.39 probability; 10 Beta-84436, eastern side of profile trench sample #2).
The two OCR samples came from the southern trench profile (57 cm below surface, correlating in depth with radiocarbon sample #3) and the northern trench profile (70 cm below surface, correlating in depth with radiocarbon sample #2). The OCR date from the southern trench profile is 296 ± 8 years BP, rounded up to 300 ± 10 years BP (ACT #2218) or AD. 1650 ± 10, and the other OCR date is 420 ± 12 years BP (ACT #2219), rounded to A.D.
• A 1530 ± 10, from the northern trench profile.
There is a strong correlation between the calibrated age estimates for the burned structure at the Camp Joy Mound from the radiocarbon dates and the two OCR dates.
The radiocarbon and OCR dates from ca. . Thurmond 1990; Perttula 1992) . Further investigations of the mound are planned to examine the profile in more detail, and collect additional radiocarbon and OCR samples for dating, particularly to evaluate the possibility that the charcoal lenses exposed in the looters trench are from two or more temporally sequent Titus phase structures, one slightly above the other.
Dating the Late Caddoan Period in Northeast Texas
The Late Caddoan period is thought to date from ca. A.O. 1350 A.O. /1400 A.O. -1680 A.O. (Story 1990 Perttula 1992 1450 to at least the early 1600s (Thurmond 1990; Perttula 1992: 102-107) . The chronological span of the two phases is poorly developed because of few radiocarbon dates for the Late Caddoan period sequence (Thurmond 1990: As Table 1 shows, radiocarbon dates from assumed Whelan and Titus phase components overlap at the I-sigma range, lending some credence to Thurmond' s ( 1990:225) assertion that "the existing radiocarbon data base from the Cypress basin is unsuitable for use in an interpretation of the local culture history". Nevertheless, the most reasonable (i.e., with probability distributions at one sigma or greater than 0.76) of the recent calibrated I-sigma radiocarbon dates from (Turner 1978) dates at I-sigma to cal AD 1536-1635. Two other Titus phase radiocarbon assays (from 41UR118 and 41UR129) range in date from cal AD 1425 -1470 (Table 1) .
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It is interesting to note that the radiocarbon dates obtained in the 1960s from Whelan phase mound sites fall into two clusters: one spanning the period from cal AD 1382 -1520, and the other ranging in the period from cal AD 1444 -1668, the latter more or less the same span as the Camp Joy radiocarbon and OCR dates.
The latter cluster, with two dates from Harroun, and one from Sam Roberts (Table 1 ) , is contemporaneous with those discussed above from Titus phase domestic and mound-building contexts, although the dates from Harroun have been rejected by Thurmond (1990:204) on the grounds of their ceramic associations.
At Sam Roberts, although there is a Titus phase component in one areas of the site and the calibrated date from the submound structure dates to the same period, Thurmond ( 1990: 144) 
